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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE 
GENERIC NAME “ ODOBENUS ” BRISSON, 1762, AS 
THE. GENERIC NAME FOR THE WALRUS 
(CLASS MAMMALIA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the generic 
name Odobenus Brisson, 1762, is hereby validated with 
the nominal species Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus, 1758, as 
type species, this action being taken without prejudice to 
the general question of the availability of the generic 
names published in the above year in the second edition 
of the work by Brisson (M.J.) entitled the Regnum 
Animale, a matter which, being at present under investiga- 
tion, is to be regarded as being sub judice. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed 
on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the 
Name No. 1081 :— 


Odobenus Brisson, 1762, as validated under the Plenary 
Powers in (1) above (gender : masculine) (type species, 
by designation under the Plenary Powers in (1) 
above : Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus, 1758) 


(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed 
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the 
Name No. 1160 :— 


rosmarus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the com- 
bination Phoca rosmarus (specific name of type 
species of Odobenus Brisson, 1762) 
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(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed 
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names 
in Zoology with the Name No. 884 :— 


Rosmarus Briinnich, 1771 (a junior objective synonym 
of Odobenus Brisson, 1762) 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


The question dealt with in the present Opinion arose out of 
a Report on the status of the generic name Rosmarus Brunnich, 
1771, submitted by the Secretary in response to a request made 
by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology at Paris 
in 1948. The Report so submitted was as follows :— 


Second Report on the status of the generic names ‘* Odobenus ”’ Brisson, 
1762, and ‘‘ Rosmarus ’’ Brunnich, 1771 (Class Mammalia) 
(a Report prepared at the request of the Thirteenth 
International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948) 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 


(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


The following Report is submitted to the Commission in accordance 
with a request addressed to me, as Secretary to the Commission, by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948, that I should 
examine, in consultation with interested specialists, the situation 
created by a decision taken during that Congress by the International 
Commission that the new generic names in Briinnich’s Zool. Fund. of 
1771 were available names and therefore that the generic name Rosmarus 
Brünnich, 1771 (: 34, 38—39) was an available name, the future status 
to be accorded to which required investigation. 


2. The name Rosmarus Brünnich, 1771, is the name of a nominal 
genus established without cited nominal species. The species which 
alone are eligible for selection as the type species of this genus are those 
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which were cited under this generic name on the first occasion on 
which any such species were so cited (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 
159—160, 346). The first author to cite any nominal species in 
connection with this generic name was Palmer who in 1904 (N. Amer. 
Fauna 23 : 612) so cited the single species Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus, 
1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 38). This action constituted, under the 
provisions cited above, an “‘ indication’ under Rule (c) in Article 30 
of this species as the type species of Rosmarus Briinnich by monotypy. 
In addition, Palmer so selected this species under Rule (g) in the same 
Article. The generic name Rosmarus Briinnich is an available name 
in the sense that it is not a junior homonym of any earlier such name 
consisting of the same word. It is necessary therefore next to consider 
whether it is an available name also from the point of view of synonymy. 
Here we find that the same species (Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus) is the 
type species, by selection by Merriam (1895, Science (n.s.) 1(14) : 375) 
of the nominal genus Odobenus Brisson, 1762 (Regn. Anim. (ed. 2) : 30). 
Thus, if Brisson’s Regnum animale of 1762 were not a nomenclatorially 
acceptable work, the generic name Rosmarus Briinnich, 1771, would, 
as a junior objective synonym of Odobenus Brisson, 1762, be the 
valid generic name for the Walrus. 


3. It is sufficient here to note (1) that under another decision by the 
Paris Congress of 1948 a detailed survey of the status of, and of the 
names used in, Brisson’s Regnum animale of 1762 is in course of prepara- 
tion for submission to the Commission, (2) that, like the same author’s 
later (1763) Ornithologie, the Regnum animale is a typically non- 
binominal work of the type formerly known as “ binary ” (that is, 
a work in which universal generic names are employed, but the 
principles of binominal nomenclature are not applied and in the case 
of many species the “specific name’’ used consists of a string of 
Latin words constituting an abbreviated specific diagnosis). My view 
is therefore that, in the absence of action by the International Com- 
mission, the Regnum animale of 1762 is not an available work and in 
consequence that the name Odobenus Brisson, 1762, is not an available 
name. Thus, under the Règles the next name, Rosmarus Brünnich, 
1771, is the oldest available, and, therefore, the valid, generic name for 
the Walrus. 


4. The International Congress of Zoology has laid it down that the 
Commission is to consider the question of validating under its Plenary 
Powers generic names published in works rejected by it as not comply- 
ing with the requirements of Article 25 where such names are in common 
use and for this purpose has inserted in the Règles an Article pre- 
scribing a simplified procedure under which the Plenary Powers may be 
used by the Commission when considering applications for the valida- 
tion of names as from works rejected for the foregoing reason (1950, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 65). It is necessary here to consider whether 
or not it is desirable that the generic name Odobenus Brisson, 1762. 
should be validated under the foregoing provisions. 
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5. In the winter of 1951/1952 I prepared an Interim Report on the 
present case, in which I appealed to specialists to furnish statements 
of their views on the action which it was desirable should be taken in 
this case and this was published in April 1952 (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
7 : 225—226, Case 27). At the same time Public Notice of the possible 
use by the Commission of its Plenary Powers for the purpose of valid- 
ating the name Odobenus Brisson, 1762, was given in the manner 
prescribed by the International Congress of Zoology. 


6. Two comments were received in response to the foregoing appeal. 
These were from :—(1) Dr. T. C. S. Morrison-Scott (British Museum 
(Natural History), London) ; (2) Professor E. Raymond Hall (University 
of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A.). Dr. Morrison-Scott, after 
drawing attention to the fact that in the Checklist of palaearctic and 
Indian Mammals 1758 to 1946 by J. R. Ellerman and himself published 
in 1951, the name Odobenus Brisson had been used in preference to the 
name Rosmarus Brünnich and this course had been “ adopted by 
Miller, Ognev, Simpson, and virtually all recent authors ”. Dr. Morrison- 
Scott added that he hoped that the International Commission would 
endorse this action, since considerable confusion would be caused 
if this and other names proposed by Brisson were to be rejected. 
Professor Hall took the opposite view, stating that, if Brisson’s Regnum 
animale were to be rejected, he would favour the use of the name 
Rosmarus Briinnich if that were the next available name after Odobenus 
Brisson. 


7. At the time when I was requested to furnish the present Report, 
I was asked to include in it ‘“ Recommendations as to the action to be 
taken ” by the Commission (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 313, Point 7). 
I have accordingly considered this matter carefully in the light of the 
information available and I am of the opinion that in the interests 
of nomenclatorial stability the best course would be for the Commission, 
without prejudice to the general question of the status to be accorded 
to names, in Brisson’s Regnum animale, to use its Plenary Powers in 
the present instance for the purpose of validating the generic name. 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762, with Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus, 1758, as type 
species, thus preserving this well-known name for the Walrus. If 
this recommendation were to be approved, the name Rosmarus 
Briinnich, 1771, would sink as a junior objective synonym of Odobenus 
Brisson, 1762. 


8. In the discharge of the duty imposed upon me in the present matter, 
I now submit the following recommendations for the consideration 
of the International Commission, namely that it should :— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers, without prejudice to the general question 
of the status to be accorded to generic names in Brisson’s 
Regnum animale of 1762, for the purpose of validating, in so 
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far as may be necessary, the generic name Odobenus Brisson, 
1762, with Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus, 1758, as type species ; 


(2) place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :—Odobenus Brisson, 1762 (gender : 
masculine), as validated under the Plenary Powers under 
(1) above (type species, by designation under the same Powers : 
Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus, 1758) ; 


(3) place the specific name rosmarus Linnaeus, 1758, as published 
in the combination Phoca rosmarus, on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology ; 


(4) place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :—Rosmarus 
Briinnich, 1771 (a junior objective synonym of Odobenus 
Brisson, 1762, as validated under the Plenary Powers under 
(1) above). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : At the time when 
the late Mr. R. Winckworth submitted to the International 
Commission the question of the availability of Briinnich’s 
Zoologiae Fundamenta, the problem so involved was allotted the 
Registered No. Z.N.(S.) 151. When after the Commission had 
given a Ruling on the foregoing subject, work was started on the 
problem of the status to be accorded to the generic names 
published by Brünnich in the above work, separate Registered 
Numbers were allotted to each of the generic names concerned, 
that allotted to the generic name Rosmarus Brünnich being 
Z.NAS.) 614. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present applica- 
tion was sent to the printer on 14th March 1955 and was published 
on 3lst May in the same year in Part 6 of Volume 11 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Hemming, 1955, Bull. zool, 
Nomencl. 11 : 196—198). 
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4. Issue of Public Notices: Under the revised procedure 
prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice 
of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoo- 
logical Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers was given on 31st May 
1955 (a) in Part 6 of Volume 11 of the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr. Hemming’s Report was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In 
addition such Notice was given also to four general zoological 
serial publications and to two specialist serials in Europe and 
America. 


5. Comments received : Following the publication of the present 
application in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature and prior 
to the submission to the International Commission of a Voting 
Paper in respect of the present case, comments on the proposal 
submitted were received from twenty specialists. Of these 
seventeen (17) supported the present application and three (3) 
were opposed toit. The distribution by countries of the specialists 
who furnished these comments was as follows :— 


(a) Specialists who supported the present application (seventeen 
(17)): 


Australia (one) ; Belgium (one) ; France (one) ; Germany 
(two) ; Italy (one) ; Netherlands (four) ; Poland (one) ; 
United Kingdom (four) ; U.S.A. (two). 


(b) Specialists who opposed the present application (three (3)) : 
Argentina (one) ; U.S.A. (two). 


The comments so received are reproduced in the immediately 
following paragraphs. 


6. Support received from T.C.S. Morrison-Scott (British Museum 
(Natural History), London) : On 10th March 1955, Dr. T. C. S. 
Morrison-Scott (British Museum (Natural History), London) 
intimated his support for the present application as follows :— 


_ What you have said about the Walrus in your Report is absolutely 
right from my point of view, : 
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7. Support received from Sir John Ellerman (London): On 
2nd March 1956, Sir John Ellerman (London) intimated his 
support for the present application as follows :— 


Į am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson for the Walrus. 


8. Support received from R. W. Hayman (British Museum 
(Natural History), London) : On 2nd March 1956, Mr. R. W. 
Hayman (British Museum (Natural History), London) intimated 
his support for the present application as follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson for the Walrus. 


9. Support received from H. von Boetticher (Naturwissen- 
Schaftliches Museum, Coburg, Germany) : On 3rd March 1956, 
Dr. H. von Boetticher (Naturwissen-Schaftliches Museum, Coburg, 
Germany) intimated his support for the present application as 
follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762, for the Walrus. 


10. Support received from A. C. V. van Bemmel (Alkmaar, 
Netherlands) : On 4th March 1956, Dr. A. C. V. van Bemmel 
(Alkmaar, Netherlands) intimated his support for the present 
application as follows :— 


Į am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762, for the Walrus. 


11. Support received from S. Frechkop (Institut Royal des 
Sciences Naturelles de Belgique, Bruxelles) : On Sth March 1956, 
Dr. S. Frechkop Unstitut Royal des Sciences Naturelles de Belgique, 
Bruxelles) intimated his support for the present application as 
follows :— 


Je demande la validation du nom générique Odobenus (il est employe 
par moi dans le Volume 18 (1955) du Traité de Zoologie du Professeur 
Grassé). 
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12. Support received from T. Haltenorth (Zoologische Staats- 
sammlung, München, Germany) : On Sth March 1956, Dr. T. 
Haltenorth (Zoologische Staatssammlung, München, Germany) 
intimated his support for the present application as follows :— 


Į am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus. 


13. Support received from V. Tedesco Zammarano (Rome) : 
On 5th March 1956, Dr. V. Tedesco Zammarano (Rome) intimated 
his support for the present application as follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762. 


14. Support received from William H. Burt (Museum of Zoology, 
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, U.S.A.) : On 5th March 1956, 
Dr. William H. Burt (Museum of Zoology, University of Michigan, 
Ann Arbor, U.S.A.) intimated his support for the present applica- 
tion as follows :— 


I am in favor of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762, for the Walrus. 


15. Support received from Miss E. M. O. Laurie (British 
Museum (Natural History), London): On 6th March 1956, 
Miss E. M. O. Laurie (British Museum (Natural History), London) 
intimated her support for the present case as follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762, for the Walrus. 


16. Support received from Dr. D. A. Hooijer (Rijksmuseum van 
Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, Netherlands) : On 6th March 1956, 
Dr. D. A. Hooijer (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, 
Netherlands) intimated his support for the present case as 
follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson. 
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17. Support received from G. G. Simpson (American Museum of 
Natural History, New York): On 6th March 1956, Dr. G. G. 
Simpson (American Museum of Natural History, New York) 
intimated his support for the present application as follows :— 


I am in favor of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus. No great confusion is involved, but usage is certainly 
overwhelmingly for Odobenus. 


18. Support received from W. Serafinski (Polish Academy of 
Sciences, Warsaw): On 8th March 1956, Dr. W. Serafinski 
(Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw) intimated his support for 
the present application as follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762. 


19. Support received from J. Dorst (Muséum National d’Histoire 
Naturelle, Paris) : On 12th March 1956, Dr. J. Dorst (Muséum 
National d’ Histoire Naturelle, Paris) intimated his support for the 
present application as follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762. 


20. Support received from C. W. Brazenor (National Museum of 
Victoria, Australia) : On 19th March 1956, Dr. C. W. Brazenor 
(National Museum of Victoria, Australia) intimated his support 
for the present application as follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation by the Commission of the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762, for the Walrus. 


21. Support received from A. M. Husson (Rijksmuseum van 
Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, Netherlands) : On 20th March 1956, 
Dr. A. M. Husson (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, 
Netherlands) intimated his support for the present application 
as follows :— 


I am in favour of the validation of the generic name Odobenus 
Brisson, 1762, as this is the correct name under the priority rule. 
Any confusion with another genus is excluded. 
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22. Support received from F. H. van den Brink (Noordwijk aan 
Zee, Netherlands) : On 24th March 1956, Me. F. H. van den 
Brink (Noordwijk aan Zee, Netherlands) intimated his support 
for the present application as follows :— 


Aucune confusion ne serait le résultat de usage du nom Rosmarus 
pour le morse mais je suis d’avis qu’il ne faut absolument pas rejeter 
le Regnum animale de Brisson. A la rigueur c’est vrai que cet ouvrage 
mest pas “ binominal ”? mais il est accepté depuis de dizaines d’années 
pour les noms des genres et il s’impose de continuer cette pratique qui 
ne donne pas lieu 4 quelque difficulté d’importance. En outre on 
rendra hommage á l’excellent zoologiste qu’était Brisson. Je suis 
avocat et comme homme de loi je sais qu’il faut toujours appliquer 
les loi avec une certaine souplesse. 


23. Objection received from E. R. Hall (University of Kansas, 
U.S.A.) : On 14th September 1953, Professor E. R. Hall (University 
of Kansas, U.S.A.) addressed the following letter to the Office 
of the Commission in regard to the present case :— 


I always have understood that names in Brisson’s 1762 work lacked 
status in zoological nomenclature and further assumed that persons 
who used Brisson’s names dating from 1762 did so through ignorance. 
Consequently for Odobenus Brisson, 1762, I would expect to use the 
next available name. I recollect having seen the name Rosmarus 
in the literature* ; it is familiar to me as applying to the Walrus and not 
to any other animal. If most of the names in Brisson, 1762, lack 
status I certainly favor discarding all instead of some of them and if 
Rosmarus is the next available name I certainly would favor using 
Rosmarus. It seems to me that the only ruling called for in this case 
is whether the names proposed in Brisson, 1762, are or are not 
available. 


* Four uses of the name Rosmarus (1831, 1866, 1876, 1877) are cited on page 147 
by J. A. Allen, History of North Amer. Pinnipeds . . . Miscl. Publ. No. 12, 
U.S. Geol. and Geogr. Surv. of the Territories, 1880. 


24. Objection received from P. Hershkovitz (Chicago Natural 
History Museum, Chicago, U.S.A.) : On 26th September 1955, 
Dr. P. Hershkovitz (Chicago Natural History Museum, Chicago, 
U.S.A.) addressed the following letter to the Office of the Com- 
mission in regard to the present case :— 


The name Rosmarus Briinnich, 1771, is, stated in the application to be 
“the oldest available, and, therefore, the valid, generic name for the 
Walrus °”. Also, according to Hemming, Brisson’s “‘ Regnum animale 
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of 1762 is not an available work and in consequence .. . the name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762, is not an available name.” 


From these premises Hemming derives the astounding conclusion 
that “ in the interests of nomenclatorial stability the best course would 
be for the Commission . . . to use its Plenary Powers in the present 
instance for the purpose of validating the generic name Odobenus 
Brisson, 1762, with Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus, 1758, as type species, 
thus preserving this well-known name for the Walrus. If this recom- 
mendation were to be approved the name Rosmarus Brünnich, 1771, 
would sink as a junior objective synonym of Odobenus Brisson, 1762 ”’. 


Not only is Hemming’s conclusion a non sequitur but he offers 
nothing to justify it. The “ well-known ” name of the walrus is not 
Odobenus, but is the trivial name rosmarus Linnaeus. The tautonym 
rosmarus (Danish for walrus) applies to no other species of mammal. 
If the generic name were anything else but Odobenus, its combination 
with rosmarus would still refer unequivocably to the walrus and to 
nothing else. The generic name Rosmarus Briinnich, 1771, is not only, 
as Hemming admits, “‘ the oldest available, and, therefore, the valid 
generic name for the walrus ”, but, in the combination Rosmarus 
rosmarus, is the unmistakable name for the walrus. 


There has been no outcry for conservation of Odobenus. Hemming’s 
appeal to specialists for statements of their views elicited responses 
from only two persons. One (T. C. S. Morrison-Scott) was for 
recognizing the name Odobenus Brisson, the other (E. Raymond Hall) 
favored Rosmarus Briinnich. The sum total of these opinions hardly 
supports the recommendation made by Hemming to the International 
Commission}. 


In the event of a concerted movement for conservation of Odobenus 
as a name irrespective of authorship, the Commission, by use of its 
Plenary Powers could stabilize it from any suitable valid source. It 
would be an abuse of the Plenary Powers to impose by fiat a spurious 
semblance of validity to a name cited from Brisson or from any officially 
rejected or otherwise nomenclatorially unavailable work. 


25. Objection received from A. Cabrera (La Plata, Argentina) : 
On 6th March 1956, Dr. A. Cabrera (La Plata, Argentina) 
intimated his objection to the present application as follows :— 


l am in favour of the validation of Rosmarus Brünnich, as | am 
strongly against the validation of names in rejected works. 


1 This statement was somewhat premature. As will be seen (paragraph 5) 
seventeen specialists supported the application prior to its submission to the 
Commission for vote, while two specialists only associated themselves 
with the view advised by Dr. Hershkovitz. 
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Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


26. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(56)27 : On 27th April 1956, 
a Voting Paper (V.P.(56)27) was issued in which the Members 
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, 
“ the proposal relating to the generic name to be accepted for the 
Walrus (whether Odobenus or Rosmarus) as set out in Points (1) to 
(4) in paragraph 8 on page 198 of Volume 11 of the Bulletin of 
Zoological Nomenclature” [i.e. in the paragraph numbered 
as above in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the 
present Opinion]. 


27. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting 
Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed 
Voting Period closed on 27th July 1956. 


28. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(56)27 : At 
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting 
on Voting Paper V.P.(56)27 was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty- 
one (21) Commissioners (arranged in the order in which 
Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Hering ; Esaki ; Dymond ; Prantl ; Hankó ; 

Bonnet ; Bodenheimer; Mayr; Mertens; Lemche ; 

Key; Jaczewski; Boschma; do Amaral; Kiihnelt ; 

Stoll ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Tortonese ; Hemming ; Vokes ; 
(b) Negative Votes: three (3): 


Riley ; Cabrera ; Miller ; 
(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): Bradley (J.C.) ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 
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29. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 28th July 1956, 
Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting 
as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(56)27, 
signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in para- 
graph 28 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the 
foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission 
in the matter aforesaid. 


30. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ”’ : 
On 10th January 1957, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given 
in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate 
that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those 
of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its 
Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(56)27. 


31. Original References : The following are the original refer- 
ences for the names placed on Official Lists and Official Indexes 
by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Odobenus Brisson, 1762, Regn. anim. (ed. 2) : 30 
Rosmarus Brünnich, 1771, Zool. Fund. : 34, 38—39 
rosmarus, Phoca, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 38 


32. Family-Group-Name Problems : The Report dealt with in 
the present Opinion did not deal with the family-group-name 
problems involved in connection with the generic names Odobenus 
Brisson, 1762, and Rosmarus Brünnich, 1771, having been pre- 
pared prior to the decision that consideration should be given to 
such questions whenever they might arise in connection with 
applications involving requests for the addition of names to the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology. Recently, however, an 
application on this subject in relation to the foregoing names 
has been submitted by Dr. T. C. S. Morrison-Scott (Director, The 
Science Museum, London). The application so received, has 
been allotted the Registered No. Z.N.(S.) 1187, and arrangements 
are being made for its publication in the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature as soon as possible?. 


2 The application here referred was published on 29th March 1957 (Morrison- 
Scott, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 76-79). 
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33. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing 
with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Com- 
mission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue 
of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf. 


34. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four 
Hundred and Sixty-Seven (467) of the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Tenth day of January, Nineteen Hundred 
and Fifty-Seven. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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